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recognized that a "green-back" poultice will cure many forms of insuranciti
which have been hitherto obs�ure in etiology and resistant to treatment. 
The mushrooming growth of Veterans' Facilities has been another occa· 
sion of sin and temptation . Without denying the r ights for many forms o 
treatment under many circumstances, it does seem unreasonable for a perso1 
to arrive in a limousine with chauffeur and blithely sign an indigent oatl 
which is not investigated. Or should a friend of a politician or a Veteran. 
employee, both well able to pay, be cared for at public expense in a non 
veteran hospital for cancer of the breast or bowel? Is this form of insur
ancitis any less cancerous to the soul than falsification of time cards o 
taking a bribe? Are we Catholic doctors doing our part to set a gool 
example personally and professionally? 
Another example of this pernicious disease occurs in those bitten by th. 
ubiquitous vacation bug. The possession of a health and accident policy o· 
annual sick leave predisposes to this type of insurancitis. The presence o 
a doctor in. the family or as a close friend fur ther lowers the resistance t. 
the disease. Only too often such people could easily afford the proposet 
tr ip, but they would feel out of style or less adroit than their companion­
if they did not succumb to some form of insurancitis. We Catholic doctor· 
must be adamant in refusing to falsify such claims. 
Here, then, we have a disease whose manifestations are protean, bu· 
whose etiology is known and treatment simple. There is no need for nationa. 
campaigns for research funds. There is merely the need for personal mora' 
rearmament. We as Catholic doctors should lead exemplary personal as weL 
as professional lives to show the way. 
Our Federation Moderator Honored 
Thursday, July I 0, 1952 was important for Father 
Donald A. McGowan, Moderator of The Federation of 
Catholic Physicians' Guilds. 
On that day, Archbishop Cushing of Boston advised 
Father McGowan of the honor conferred by Pope Pius 
XII as Domestic Prelate with the title Right Reverend 
Monsignor. 
The Officers, Executive Board, and members of all the 
Guilds comprising the Federation extend hearty congrat­
ulations and best wishes on the occasion of this well 
merited honor. 
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U p TO THE 
TIME of the beginning of World War I�, the decline
in the United States birth rate was attributed to the widespread use
of artificial birth contr ol devices. It was then presumed that the
birth rate of the Cnited States would continue to decline so �h�t by the
year 1960 or 1970, we would have a stabilized and then a decl1�mg popu­
lation. All existino- trends seemed to support this theory of declm�. How­
ever, "something"
0 
happened in 1941 and this "something" co�tmued . to 
h Sl·ncc 1941 so that at present we have an mcreasmgappear eac year . II population, a high birth rate and a popul1:ltion that is, demograpl11ca Y
speaking, a strong population. A look at the foll owing two table� plus the
accompanying explanations wiJl co1wincc anyone that the populat10n of the
United States is on the increase. 
In May 1951, the total population of the United States including armed
forces overseas was 153,900,000. 
On June 1, 1949, the Census Bureau estimated that the total population
of the United States was 148,902,000. This represe?ted a 13.1 per cent
increase in pop�lation from April 1, 1940. 
Family totals, too, have been rising at an unprecedented rat: since Wo�ld
.War II. The rise in the number of families seems to be keepmg pace with
.the post-World War II record-breaking population rise. 
The highest birth rate witnessed in the U. S. since 1915 was reached iu
ti "B· b Boom" year. An excellent1947. This year was referred to as 1e a Y . J • .. 
t d f t] · · · tli bi· rtli rate is presented 1n the N abonal Office ofS U y O HS l'ISC Ill e ,, 33 Vital Statistics report "The Meaning of the 1947 Baby Boom, Volume '
Number 1, October 7, 19,is. The information that follows is taken from
this report. 
'I 
! I
I
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Crude Birth Rates: 1915�1951 (Exclusive of stillbirths. Rates per 1000 estimated midyear population)
119951** .... . ... . 24.6 1942 .. . . ...  20.9 1933 ........ ..... 16.6 1924 50 23 5 9 . .... 22.•2 ···· ········· · l 41.. .. . .... 18.9 1932 174 1923 1949 ..... 24.o 1910 ...... ..... 17.9 19a1 ..... :::::1 8:0 1922 ··· ·····;;·� ;g:� ... 24.2 1g39 . ..... 17.3 1930 ... . .. .. 1 8.9 1921:::::: . :;4:2 . .  25.8 l 38  .... 17.6 1929 . .. .. . . 1 8.8 1920 .. .. . . 23.7 1946 ...  23.31945 . . . 19.6 1944 ... ... 20.21943 .. . ...... ... 21.5
1937. .. 17.11936 .. . . ... 16.71935 .. .. ..... 16.91934 . . .17.2 
* For the fi 1·8t eleven manths qf each year.· 
1919 ......... . .  22.41928 .. ...........  19.7 1918 ....... . . 24.7 1927.. ..20.5 l 926 .. .. . ..... 20.5 1925 . ... .. . 21 . 3  
1917 ..... .. . 24.51916... .24.9 1915...... 25.0 
. 
In 194
_7 
there were approximately S,7£0,000 births registered
m the United States; allowing for those nut registered raises the 
total
_ 
to more than 3,900,000. This exceeds by over 400,000 the
previous record established in 1946, and is almost 1,600,000 above 
'.he. 
number in 1933.-the low point of the depression. Moreover,
it is at 
_
least 800,000 larger than the number in 19ff3-1, the year
most afjected by the demobilization of the armed forces after 
World JiV ar I. Such comparisons raise again the questimi as to 
whether the7:� ha:s been a reversal of the long-time trend t<nvard
s1
_
naller families in the United States-a trend which has cut the
birth rate by more than half in the last 140 years. 
In trying to answer this question, it is essential to know how 
m_any of the births in 1947 were first births, second births, third 
births, etc. If an imporfont part of the increase in total births 
from 1946 to 1947 came from an increase in higher order births 
( e.g., fifth and subsequent), this would indicate an increase in the 
�verage number of children per family. But if these high d . 
births d . d" d 
. 
er or e1
·.. 
ec 7 ease , an if most of the total increase occurred in first 
bu ths, there probably was a continuation of the smaller family 
trend and a large gain in the number of new families which w re 
started. 
t: 
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Number of Births, by Order of Birth, to Native White Women in the United States, 1920 to 1947 1 
(In thousands) 
EighthYear Total First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh and Births Higher 
--- --- --- --- --- --- ---1920 2,043.7 655.9 438.4 298.9 204.3 140.1 99.9 71.4 134.8 1921 2,127.9 687.8 443.3 309.8 216.2 146.4 105.5 75.0 143.8 
1922 2,021.9 615.9 461.l 292.7 203.9 139.4 100.1 71.0 137.9 1923 2,059.0 612.5 475.9 302.8 207.1 143.9 103.5 72.3 141.01924 2,112.4 650.3 470.1 317.2 209.5 145.1 103.6 73.0 143.6 1925 2,077.9 641.4 463.1 313.0 207.5 141.4 100.9 70.9 139.6 1926 2,043.3 632.5 462.5 303.2 204.7 137.2 98.8 69.4 135.1 1927 2,045.8 644.2 458.0 300.4 204.2 137.1 98.0 68.5 135.5 1928 1,971.8 628.8 444.6 289.7 192.8 130.7 91.7 65.2 128.3 1929 1,907.7 618.3 435,7 278.6 182.2 124.5 86.8 61.0 120.7 1930 1,961.2 653.4 447.0 282.4 185.1 125.3 88.0 61.4 118.6 
1931 1,895.2 632.1 437.4 271.7 176.9 118.8 84.1 58.5 115.8 
1932 1,859.5 615.1 430.3 268.2 174.0 116.8 83.4 58.4 113.3 
1933 1,780.2 589.2 413.6 257.9 167.6 111.0 78.3 54.9 107.8 
1934 1,867.2 646.9 430.7 264.2 170.6 112.7 78.3 55.0 108.6 
1935 1,876.5 688.4 428.2 256.0 163.7 107.7 74.8 52.7 104.9 1936 1,878.9 705.2 443.2 251.7 157.5 102.8 71.l 48.5 98.8 1937 1,934.9 747.8 464.4 254.4 155.3 100.3 69.0 58.0 95.8 
1938 2,020.7 794.3 497.5 265.5 155.8 99.8 67.9 47.2 92.8 1939 1,997.6 785.4 506.2 266.4 152.0 94.7 63.5 43.5 85.8 
1940 2,084.8 812:9 545.0 283.9 157.0 95.0 62.7 42.0 85.4 
1941 2,224.3 914.0 575.2 294.9 160.8 95.4 61.6 41.3 81.2 
1942 2,497.1 1,088.5 649.8 318.9 167.0 95.7 60.1 39.9 77.1 
1943 2,605.2 1,006.6 731.7 373.0 193.0 108.9 66.7 43.6 81.7 
1944 2,459.7 881.2 691.8 385.5 199.6 110.4 67.3 43.4 80.4 
1945 2,394.4 845.7 671.8 378.6 198.7 110.3 66.5 43.2 79.5 
1946 2,917.3 1,155.6 832.2 417.5 211.7 113.8 67.2 42.3 77.0 
1947• 3,288.7 1,435.0 899.8 448.2 211.4 117.7 64.5 39.7 72.4 
1. Births in the birth-registration area have been adjusted for incomplete recording,using the percentages in the left-hand column. Those for 1935 to 1944 are estimatesof the National Office of Vital Statistics; those for the remaining years are estimatesof the writer. Births in non-registration states have been estimated according to the methoddescribed by P. K. Whelpton, in "United States Birth Rates by Age of Mother," Congres International de la Population, V.5, Hermann et Cie, 6 Rue de la Sorbonne,Paris, pp. 71-80. 2. Based on 142,183 births to native white resident women in upstate New York. 
The conclusions to be drawn regarding the influences of the exceedinglylarge number of births in 1947 on the long-time trend toward smaller families are much the same for the United States as for upstate New York( see footnote of the preceding table). The record-breaking n umber of first births presumably resulted primarily from the delayed starting of families postponed by World War II and the ea rlier starting (because of prnsperity) 
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of families that normally would wait until 1948 or later, rather than from 
a decreased portion of women who will never bear children. Moreover, tlu 
new high in second births probably is chiefly a matter of timing-the adding 
of a second child during 1942-19.J.6-rather than a decrease in the propor­
tion of couples that would have only one child. Similar statements an 
equally true for third and fourth births. 
The foregoing conclusions do not deny the fact that if the fertility 
pattern of a given year were continued indefinitely, the 1947 pattern wou] 
result in larger families than that of any other year since 1924, and perhap.c 
since before 1920. If birth rates by order of birth and by age and parity 
of mother ( with adjustments for spinsterhood and sterility) were to remair. 
as they were in 1947, there would be well over 277 births per 100 women 
living to age 50, and 343 per 100 women bearing 1 or more children. The 
continuation of 1933 conditions, in_ contrast, would have resulted in onl: 
198 births per 100 women living to age 50, and 264 per 100 bearing al 
least 1 cl1ild. It is just as improbable that the high rate of 1947 will remair 
in effect as it was that the low rates of 1933 would do so. Both were thr 
results -of unusual conditions-the great depression of the early 1930' s, ano 
demobilization and high prosperity following World War II. 
If the long-time trend toward smaller families is to be stopped and the 
net reproduction rate of the native white population maintained at 100 01 
higher, it will be necessary to have more than 2,200,000 births to native 
white women in 1948 and a somewhat larger number in each succeedinp· 
year. The requirement is almost certain to be met for at least two or thre(· 
years, because of the addition of second and third children to many of the 
families begun in 1947, 1946, etc. The real test will come later when thf' 
numbers of first and second births have fallen sharply as they are sure tc, 
do. It will then be essential that third and fourth births hold much of their 
recent gains, for a substantial rise in fifth and later births seems quite 
unlikely. 
Fortunately, with marriage rates and death rates as they have been durinp· 
recent years, a population can be self-replacing without high rates for fiftl, 
and later births. Under recent conditions more than 90 out of each 100 
white girl babies will live to age 45, and more than 80 will marry beforl 
that age. If these 80 give birth to 100 girls in their turn, the population 
will be maintained numerically. 
A projection of the present birth rate trends of 1941-1951 into the 
future would result in a U. S. population of 193 million by the year 1975. 
What has l1appened to the use of birth control devices in the U. S.? May 
we expect the birth rate to increase or at least maintain its present high level? 
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"d d b th second table in this It is genera Uy presupposed, as ev1 ence Y . e 
article, that most of the births that have occurred since 194
_
1 we�e first and
second births. There has not been a significant increase m third, fou
_
rth, 
fifth, etc. births. These first births are high iri number bec�use the marria�e 
rate has been high. Furthermore, the present economi
_
c atmosphere is 
favorable to the bearing of children. More security is av�1lable, better
 and
generally cheaper and easily-available medical and hosp1�al care has _
been
provided. Consequently, the fear of childbirth, whether it be econo�1c or
physical, has been reduced substantially. On the other hand, par�dox1cal as 
it may seem, most population experts do not expect the prese�t birth �ate to
· · t · 1·ts l i ,·gli level They believe that the slightest d1sturb-mcrease or mam am · 
t d r ance in our present economic equilibrium will result in a birth ra e ec me. 
Our families are not growing larger in spite of the fact �hat. 
"': h�ve 
more families. An increase in· the size of the families is a defimte md'.�ab�n 
of a� increasing birth rate that will continue to either increase or mamtam 
its high level. In April 1951, the average population per family �as 8.54
h d ht or ·any relatives that persons (this includes mother, fat er, sons, aug ers, 
might be living with the family); in March 1950, 3.57; in April 1949, 3·58; 
in April 1948 3.64; in April 1947, 3.67; and in April 1940, 3.77. 
_
Actually,
· · · d 1· · h ·1 birth rate has mcreased. the average size of our families 1s ec mmg w 1 e our 
In other words, the present increase of the population of the u_. S. is a 
· · · · th b" th rates Soon the birth rate temporary increas e  as 1s the mcrease m e 1r · 
will begin to level off (see the birth rates for 1948-1951> stabilize and 
then decline. And so the 11 O year trend of a declining birth rate and a 
declining rate of increase in U. S. population will be resumed. 
What was stated for the U. S. is also true for the whole of Western 
· h · d · the end of World War civilization. Western birth rates ave mcrease smce 
II. They are now in the process of becoming stabilized . an� may soon
resume their decline. A careful study of the U. S. Demograpluc Yearbook
will substantiate this conclusion. 
· 
f tl ·ld we may expect theirIn regard to the Eastern sect10ns o 1e WO! , 
· tl · · t d ction of the Industrialpopulations to increase in proportion to 1e1r m ro u 
. . 
·11 b lt of an increase m the birth Revolution. This increase w1 not e a resu 
. rates but rather a result of rapid declines in the death rates. Once md�s­
trialization sets in, the East may expect to experience the same popul�t�on· · · d f · se but in general a declmmgtrends as the West: periodic per10 s o mcrea 
. . . b. th t d d 1· · i·ate of increase and an eventual stab1hzabon ir ra e an a ec mmg 
and/or decline in population. 
,, 
